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For similar reasons the FCO cawmot "second guess” bthe reasons for
a municipality?s decision. The FCC, like the cowrts, is bound by the
stated reasons given by a municipality. Either these Treasons are
sWificient to uphold the decisicon or bthey are nobt. The FCO

cannot
Yaecond guess” a4 municipality?s true teasons any more than the couwrbs
ol Y

can "second guess” the btrue reasons for the FOO s decisions.

The FCCY's proposal to ban cellular towers is objeckbable for many
af the ressons set forth above. Tt aleo fails to recognize that for
some municipalities moratoria are a well recognized zoning tool,
particularly while they revise zoning ordinances. Flovre dmportantly,

toolk away the FCLCYs authority over cellular tower zoning, and
Ludes moratoria.

Similarily, pleas

mivate the FCC'e proposed rulemaking
preempbing local zoning of broadeast towers. frea you well lknow,
broadeast towers can be aver 2000 feet high -~ they are some of the
tallest structures kEnown Lo man. Tt is Tthere for asbtounding that you
would propose bthat municipaldti car?t consider the impact of such
towers on property values, the environment orv sthetios
gsafely considerations take second place.
first priority.

]

and thalt even

<

Safety always have to be the

And setting artificial time limits for mundcipalities to act on
environmental, zoning and building permit approvals for such towers
serves no useful purpose. It ds a violation of the U.S5. Constitution,
the Communications Act and Federalism for youw To put time limi
municipalities to act on all local approvals and then s

0m
awbe thalt all
such applications will be automatically deemed granbed 1f we don’t act
within this timeframe, even if the application is incomplete or
violates sbtabe or local law.

The FCC should consider how it would react if it was told
any bhroadeast license applicabion would bes avtomatically deemed
granted unless the FOO acted on it within 21 to 4% dayss thalt this
rule applied whether or nobt the application was complete; whether or
not the applicant was foreign or domestically owned or otherwise
gqualifiedy; or even whether the freguencies were available. And the
rule would apply without regard bto whe tower Toar the
was alt the end of an ailrport runway, in a wetland or in a histroic
district.

that

Fore these reasons the proposed actions all violate the
ons Mot and the Constitution. Please terminate all bthese
without talking the actions proposed therein.
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Very truly youwrs,

%\,@,\,\_ (\s@.&/\/\.—

Stan Rean, Supervisor
tentral lake Township
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